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Background

What is the Strategic Impact Evaluation
and Learning programme?

The Strategic Impact Evaluation and Learning
(SIEL) programme of the UK’s Foreign,
Commonwealth and Development Office (FCDO)
is a six-year learning partnership between
FCDO'’s Evaluation Unit, Innovations for Poverty
Action (IPA), and the Abdul Latif Jameel Poverty
Action Lab (J-PAL). Launched in 2024, SIEL is
here to support your efforts to understand what
programmes and policies are most effective in
driving impact. SIEL provides funding, resources,
and technical capacity to help you generate

evidence-based insights through impact evaluations.

All FCDO staff are eligible to apply for impact
evaluation funding and support through SIEL via

What is an impact evaluation? ;

Impact evaluations estimate intervention
effectiveness by comparing outcomes of
those (individuals, communities, schools,
etc.) who participated in a programme
against those who did not.

For a brief overview of different impact
evaluation methods, see this resource.
For an introduction to randomised
controlled trials (RCTs), a form of impact
evaluation, see here.

What is a learning agenda?

SIEL Learning Agendas identify key evidence
gaps in priority areas. This will guide evidence
generation through the SIEL programme and other
FCDO initiatives.’

The Conflict and Fragility Learning Agenda

is intended to guide future impact evaluations

of FCDO initiatives and to target research to
understudied areas with high potential to inform
FCDO'’s work moving forward. The agenda is

not an exhaustive list of evidence gaps, nor is it
binding, but provides examples of the kinds of
policy-relevant research questions that could be
explored through SIEL and other FCDO-funded
programmes. The agenda calls specific attention
to questions that may be well suited for evaluation
using (quasi-)experimental impact evaluation
methods. To effectively answer many of the
questions laid out below, a wide range of research
and evaluation techniques could be employed
that extend beyond the scope of SIEL.!

SIEL focuses on four strategic areas: humanitarian assistance,
growth, climate and nature, and conflict and fragility, with migration,
gender, and technology as cross-cutting themes. This learning
agenda can also be used to guide evidence-generating activity
beyond impact evaluation in those areas.

Given SIEL's focus on impact evaluations, the evidence cited in
the ‘emerging insights’ boxes throughout this document primarily
draw from (quasi-)experimental research. References to (quasi-)
experimental work are denoted by an orange dash in the endnotes.


https://poverty-action.org/siel
https://www.povertyactionlab.org/sites/default/files/research-resources/impact-evaluation-methods-table.pdf
http://povertyactionlab.org/resource/introduction-randomized-evaluations

How was the learning agenda created?

The agenda was produced through close
consultations with FCDO staff, including members
of FCDO'’s conflict cadre, and staff from the
Migration and Conflict Directorate (formerly Office
for Conflict, Stabilisation and Mediation) and the
Integrated Security Fund. It was informed by FCDO
resources, including FCDO Best Buys reports,
FCDO Areas of Research Interest (2023), and
FCDO'’s Review of Areas of Spend. It also draws
from evidence produced via numerous research
programmes supported by FCDO, including:

¢ J-PAL’s Crime and Violence Initiative

SIEL can help you generate
the evidence you need

To fill these priority evidence gaps,
SIEL is partnering with FCDO teams to
provide funding and training for a range
of evaluation methodologies, such as:

Quantitative impact evaluations:
These determine the causal impact
and cost-effectiveness of interventions
by comparing a treatment to a control
group, generating high-confidence
insights.

Nimble evaluations: Quick, cost-
effective RCTs that generally focus on
outputs and shorter-term outcomes,
helping to identify what’'s working and
adapt interventions in real time to
improve effectiveness.

Pilot studies: Small-scale projects
that explore new ideas or evaluate
interventions on a smaller scale before
full implementation.

Adaptive management support:
Get ongoing support to adapt and
improve your programmes based on
real-time findings.

Who is the learning agenda for? e N
This learning agenda is intended to spur interest Why apply now? SIEL offers a
in impact evaluation and wider evidence unique opportunity to:
gene.ration among F(_:DO staff working on ' Secure funding and support for timely
conflict and stabilisation programmes and policy, and strategic evaluations
for example, conflict and governance advisers,
Access hands-on guidance from experts
programme managers, and development IPA. JPAL. and oth
directors. Whether you're looking to inform your (IPA, J- , and others)
programme design with robust evidence, enhance Help your team generate and use
your evaluation skills, or collaborate with top evidence that matters
researchers, SIEL offers the tools and support . ) . .
. . . For more information, visit our website
you need to drive meaningful change—on conflict | 7 omomeeome :
: . or contact the SIEL Help Desk. We
prevention and response and other strategic .
o . are eager to help you think through
priority areas. SIEL is open to those who want . .
L i evaluation opportunities.
to evaluate initiatives at the design stage, or
initiatives which have already been completed N g

and robustly evaluated, where there is interest
in uncovering the long-term impact.

The latter gap map on conflict and atrocity prevention was produced
by Integrity Global with support from UK International Development.


https://www.povertyactionlab.org/initiative/crime-and-violence-initiative
https://www.povertyactionlab.org/initiative/governance-initiative-gi
https://poverty-action.org/peace-recovery-initiative
https://www.xcept-research.org/
https://peacerep.org/
https://www.socace-research.org.uk/
https://www.socace-research.org.uk/
https://odi.org/en/about/our-work/secure-livelihoods-research-consortium/
https://www.ictd.ac/
https://www.3ieimpact.org/sites/default/files/2020-04/EGM15-Building-peaceful-societies.pdf
https://www.3ieimpact.org/sites/default/files/2021-02/SR46-Social-cohesion.pdf
https://campbellsouthasia.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/07/GAPMap.html
https://poverty-action.org/siel
mailto:siel%40poverty-action.org?subject=

Why focus on conflict and fragility?

Preventing conflict, restoring peace,
and building stability in fragile settings

Conflict and state fragility are on the rise,

posing complex obstacles to achieving global
development and foreign policy goals. The World
Bank estimates that nearly two-thirds of the

global population facing extreme poverty will be
living in fragile or conflict-affected states (FCAS)
by 2030." In 2024 alone, approximately one

in eight people were exposed to conflict.? This
has resulted in escalating rates of battle-related
deaths, which reached a nearly three-decade peak
in 2023 following the onset of numerous large-
scale, global conflicts, including in Ethiopia and
Ukraine."? With the more recent resurgence of
conflicts in places like the Middle East and Sudan,
it is likely that these numbers will remain high.4®
Moreover, other sources of instability—including
intercommunal violence, violent crime, expanding
gang presence and organised crime, criminalised
politics, and democratic backsliding—threaten
security at regional, state, and local levels.®”

Beyond the human toll of conflict, violence

and instability divert resources away from
development goals, erode trust in institutions,
and hinder economic growth by deterring foreign
investment, all of which can perpetuate cycles
of fragility.® Additional evidence on the impact of
FCDO-supported programmes can support the
development and delivery of more cost-effective
and efficient conflict prevention and stabilisation
investments globally.

v The Peace Research Institute Oslo defines ‘battle-related deaths’ as
‘Fatalities caused by the warring parties that can be directly related
to combat, including civilian losses.’

Critical evidence gaps must be
addressed

While the body of impact evaluations on effective
strategies for preventing and responding to
conflict and the drivers of instability has grown in
recent years, important evidence gaps remain.%'s
This learning agenda focuses on areas where
impact evaluations can help fill these gaps and
provide actionable insights for peacebuilding and
stabilisation actors while acknowledging that a
wide range of research methods are necessary for
assessing broader conflict and fragility trends.

These gaps are organised around four
key categories:

Anticipating and preventing
conflict before it erupts

Ending conflict and
building peace

Increasing stability in
fragile settings

Responding to emerging state
and security threats
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@ Anticipating and preventing conflict before it erupts

Given the high costs that conflict imposes on society, strategies that better anticipate and
prevent violence and conflict could free up resources for other critical development and
diplomatic priorities. Recent estimates from the International Monetary Fund suggest that
investing in conflict prevention yields returns between USD$26 and USD$103 per every USD$1
spent, with higher returns in countries that have recently experienced violence."'® A broad
literature examines the key risk factors that may lead to conflict—including political exclusion,
weak institutions, economic inequality, democratic transitions, and horizontal inequalities."
However, further research is needed to better understand which interventions are most
effective in responding to these risk factors to prevent conflict and violence from occurring or
escalating, including by better identifying early warning signs of conflict and building individual

and community resilience to future shocks.

1.1 What are the key risk factors that may » Can interventions that foster greater connections
trigger conflict, and how can they be better between citizens and security actors—e.g.
identified in advance?"i community policing—effectively anticipate and

prevent conflict from emerging?
» What role do political elites play, and what

strategies do they employ for mobilising » What key factors help protect communities
groups into violence, including using social and from violent conflict breaking out, and how do
traditional media to spread mis/disinformation we bolster them?

and hate speech? What approaches are most
effective at countering these tactics?

* What role do regional dynamics—e.g. cross-
border migration, transnational crime, or

regional powers supporting proxy armed
v These figures expand on past estimates, which have suggested

groups—play in trlggermg COI'\ﬂICt, and how that preventing conflict could result in anywhere from GBP£4 billion
can interventions be designed to address to GBP£56 billion in savings annually. However, only 3—4 percent

il of overseas development assistance (ODA) to fragile contexts is
these cross-border dynamlcs ' earmarked annually for conflict prevention activities (Pathways for

Peace 2018; Mueller 2017).

» How can advanced technologies, including Al, y
identify early warning signals and map conflict
trajectories to inform response strategies? How
can these techno|ogies be best paired with data democratic transitions (Hegre et al. 2001); and on horizontal

generated by actors on the ground? T
Vi With funding support from UK International Development, the

Center on International Cooperation at NYU is currently conducting

and how it can be prevented, which will define critical risk and
protective factors.

Vi The FCDO-supported XCEPT programme is generating research on

cross-border conflict dynamics and effective response strategies.

SIEL - Conflict and Fragility Learning Agenda 6


https://www.pathwaysforpeace.org/
https://www.pathwaysforpeace.org/
https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/183161519295851671/pdf/123659-REVISED-PUBLIC-Mueller-How-Much-Is-Prevention-Worth-Pathways-for-Peace.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139084161
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139084161
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/american-political-science-review/article/abs/ethnicity-insurgency-and-civil-war/B1D5D0E7C782483C5D7E102A61AD6605
https://www.jstor.org/stable/3488799
https://www.aeaweb.org/articles?id=10.1257/jel.48.1.3
https://www.aeaweb.org/articles?id=10.1257/jel.48.1.3
https://www.cambridge.org/core/books/inequality-grievances-and-civil-war/39F26D12EFEE2D7D621A59DF74DED496
https://www.jstor.org/stable/3117627?seq=1
https://link.springer.com/book/10.1057/9780230582729
https://cic.nyu.edu/resources/connecting-evidence-and-policy-for-the-prevention-of-armed-violence-new-tools-for-practitioners-and-policymakers/
https://www.xcept-research.org/

01. Anticipating and preventing conflict before it erupts

Nigeria, Oni Abimbola/Shutterstock.com, 2021

1.2 How can risks be better addressed before
escalating into conflict?

How can preventive diplomacy efforts—including
mediation, negotiation, and crisis management—
be strengthened to address tensions before they
turn into violence? At what levels are these efforts
most effective (e.g. when organised between
political elites, security actors, regional actors)?

What role do community mediation and
dialogue play in identifying and resolving
local grievances, and to what extent does this
prevent broader violence from taking hold?
How can these interventions be improved to
ensure the inclusion of women, youth, and
other marginalised groups?

How can legal institutions be strengthened to
handle disputes in a timely and fair manner?
Does this help prevent disputes from escalating
into violence?

What are the advantages and limitations
of informal, customary, and formal dispute
resolution methods in fragile states, and
how can these approaches complement
each other in addressing grievances from
local to national levels?

SIEL - Conflict and Fragility Learning Agenda

1.3 What programmes build resilience to
future conflict shocks?

Can anticipatory action programmes that
preposition aid change communities’ and
individuals’ responses and resilience to
conflict and crises?

What types of climate adaptation and
mitigation strategies can most effectively build
resilience against negative weather shocks,
thereby reducing risks of future conflict?

Can peacebuilding and conflict prevention
programmes be integrated to mitigate the
potential negative effects of climate shocks
on conflict?

What kinds of interventions—including
psychosocial support services—can best help
individuals heal from prior traumas and disrupt
cycles of violence, and how can individuals be
incentivised to take these up?

Can economic development interventions—such
as cash transfers, employment and vocational
training, and other livelihood programmes—
reduce the potential economic drivers of
violence, or are more structural economic
reforms needed?

What role does education play in building
long-term resilience, and how can educational
systems be designed to foster critical thinking,
tolerance, and peacebuilding values?

How do community safety initiatives, including
auxiliary and local policing, and the perceived
legitimacy of security actors contribute to
resilience in fragile settings?



01. Anticipating and preventing conflict before it erupts

Emerging insights snapshot:
Lessons from recent impact evaluations™

Behavioural approaches to violence prevention

Training individuals to think differently in challenging situations, including via
cognitive interventions, can reduce violence and make communities safer.'’-23
Cognitive behavioural therapy (CBT) and other mental health and psychosocial support
(MHPSS) interventions have also been shown to improve mental health and well-being in
post-conflict and humanitarian settings, but much of this literature has focused only on
short-term effects.*?427 Collectively, this research contributes to a broader body

of emerging evidence that points to the importance of addressing historical traumas
for populations exposed to recurrent or long-term violence.x2¢-30

OO

Dispute resolution

Effective systems of dispute resolution are an essential part of maintaining a lasting peace
and preventing violence, but formal institutions for justice provision are often inadequate
or non-existent in fragile contexts. Where the state does have existing institutions,
information interventions can help reduce trial delays, clear up case backlogs,
and increase citizens’ use of state systems.?'-*® Improved coordination between
state and communal authorities may also expand access to justice and help resolve
violent disputes.* However, state and customary dispute resolution mechanisms may
appeal to citizens differently. Those disadvantaged by customary forms of dispute
resolution, including women, may be more inclined to report issues to the state.3%%

In contexts where the state has limited reach, training local communities in
techniques to resolve disputes, including via alternative dispute resolution

and mediation training, may reduce local violence.?-

*x The evidence cited in these emerging insights tables is not meant to be an exhaustive review of the literature on these topics
but rather a snapshot of recent lessons—primarily from experimental and quasi-experimental literature—to showcase where
the evidence base is growing and the types of evidence impact evaluations can help generate. They are ordered roughly
based on strength and breadth of the evidence, with areas where the evidence base is strongest or most extensive coming
first. These insights should not be viewed in isolation from the broader academic literature on these topics.

x A 2019 systematic review of MHPSS programmes in humanitarian emergencies found that only one of 35 studies included in
the review assessed impacts after one year (Bangpan, Felix, and Dickson 2019).

X The FCDO-supported XCEPT programme has done extensive qualitative research through ‘Impact of Trauma’ surveys to
analyse how trauma exposure influences future violent and peaceful behaviour. For more information,
see their Violent and Peaceful Behaviours workstream and related publications.


https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2019-001484
https://www.xcept-research.org/consortiums/violent-and-peaceful-behaviour/
https://www.xcept-research.org/publications/

01. Anticipating and preventing conflict before it erupts

Emerging insights snapshot:
Lessons from recent impact evaluations

Economic and livelihoods interventions

Economic interventions have varied in the degree to which they have reduced conflict.
When delivered in isolation, vocational training interventions have had limited
impacts on measures of social cohesion, aggression, or pro-government
attitudes.*"*3 However, studies from Liberia and Afghanistan find that pairing skills
development with economic incentives, such as capital inputs or cash transfers,
may be more effective than vocational training alone.*#°

These findings add to a growing literature on the impact of cash transfers on conflict when
delivered either in isolation or alongside complementary interventions. For example, in
Liberia, unconditional cash transfers were effective in shifting recipient behaviour away
from criminal and antisocial activities
when combined with a CBT-inspired
intervention, and in the Philippines,
conditional cash transfers were effective
in reducing insurgent influence and
conflict.*64” Emerging quasi-experimental
research also suggests that economic
programmes like Index-Based Livestock
Insurance or workfare programmes can
equip households to be more resilient to
climate-related shocks and can mitigate

i it 48-50 .
the risk of conflict. Bangladesh, Naufal-Zaqua/Shutterstock.com, 2019

SIEL - Conflict and Fragility Learning Agenda



e o o e 0 0 [
° ° e O
Evidence gaps .

@ Ending conflict and building peace

Effective strategies are needed to support conflict cessation, combatant disengagement, and
the long-term sustainability of peace agreements. Despite the growing need for peacebuilding
interventions, ODA spending for peace has been decreasing, reaching a fifteen-year record
low in 2021 of GBP£3.86 billion, roughly 11 percent of total ODA spending.x*" Given limited
funding, evidence is needed to unpack a range of critical questions to ensure that resources

are being allocated to the most effective approaches for building and sustaining peace.

2.1 What diplomatic, economic, and political
strategies can disrupt cycles of violence and
help facilitate peace negotiations?

2.2 How can formal and informal peace
processes be designed to promote inclusive
and sustainable peace?

How can diplomatic, economic, and/or other
pressures be effectively designed and applied
to bring parties in conflict to the table to
negotiate a peaceful transition?

How do different diplomatic strategies

(e.g. coercive diplomacy versus collaborative
diplomacy) affect the quality and sustainability
of peace?

How effective are economic measures—
including sanctions, trade negotiations, and
tackling illicit financial flows—at putting pressure
on conflict parties to negotiate peace and under
what circumstances? Which populations benefit
most, and which are most negatively impacted?

How can sanctions be designed to minimise
harm to civilian populations and avoid
exacerbating humanitarian crises while still
encouraging conflict parties to negotiate peace?

Can humanitarian negotiations create spaces
that enable broader political negotiations and
under what conditions?

What role do political settlements, including
power-sharing agreements, play in negotiating
peace?

How can peace processes and political
settlements be designed to ensure broad
inclusivity—not only of women, youth, and
minorities but also of paramilitary or criminal
organisations—and does this promote
sustainable peace?

What is the impact of women’s participation
in peace processes on the effectiveness and
durability of peace agreements?

How can the duration, timing, and staffing
of peacekeeping missions be optimised in
different settings?

How effective are transitional justice processes
in addressing past human rights violations,
delivering justice, preventing conflict recurrence,
and restoring the social fabric of communities?
Is it best to take a holistic approach—i.e. by
integrating truth-seeking, justice, reparation,
and guarantees of nonrecurrence?

The Organisation for Economic Co-Operation and Development
(OECD) reports this figure in USD. This figure is a conversion
from USD$5.27 to GBP£3.86 based on historical exchange rates
from 2021.

10



02. Ending conflict and building peace

2.3 What strategies are most effective
for demobilising and reintegrating
former combatants?

* What programmes—including disarmament,
demobilisation, and reintegration (DDR) and
community violence reduction (CVR)—can
incentivise recruited members to disengage
from armed groups or reduce their incentives
or ability to commit violence in ways that stick 2
How can political will be built to sustain such
programmes over the long term?

» What strategies are most effective at breaking
down command chains and group identities?
How do these approaches facilitate reintegration?

* How does the group composition of reintegration
programmes (e.g. based on age, rank, or
education of former combatants) impact
their effectiveness?

+ What are the gender-specific needs and
challenges that female combatants face during
reintegration, and how can interventions be
designed to effectively respond to these unique
barriers and gender roles?

» What interventions are most effective in increasing
community members’ willingness to accept
former combatants into their communities? How
does this differ based on the characteristics of
former combatants (e.g. age, gender)?

X For example, through income support, employment and livelihoods
programmes, government services, or interventions that address
social and political ideologies.

2.4 How can social cohesion most effectively
be built or restored following conflict?

» Is directly addressing wartime grievances and

confronting past atrocities critical for promoting
social cohesion, or can social cohesion
emerge from simply incentivising people to
work together? How can grievances best be
addressed without triggering trauma in post-
conflict settings?

* What role does memorialisation play in post-

conflict settings? Can developing a shared
narrative help build commonalities between
groups and provide a physical space for
remembering victims?

* How can social cohesion programmes be

tailored to better address different forms of
societal division (e.g. ethnic, religious, cultural,
political)? Are these programmes better at
overcoming some divisions than others?

« How can social cohesion interventions be

designed to ensure inclusivity of marginalised
groups, particularly women and youth?

* What role can political inclusion play in fostering

social cohesion?

« Can improving economic conditions reduce

social divisions?

« What is the role of news, social media,

communication technologies, and their
regulatory structures in influencing intergroup
dynamics and promoting social cohesion?

"



02. Ending conflict and building peace

Emerging insights snapshot:
Lessons from recent impact evaluations

Social cohesion

Relatively inexpensive interventions have shown potential in increasing trust and
social links between groups. Interventions that foster cooperative contact between
conflicting groups can build every day, local cohesion by reducing discriminatory
behaviours, but transformative change is much harder to achieve, especially amid
conflict.52-%4 Perspective-taking interventions that encourage individuals to view a situation
from another’s perspective have been effective in strengthening social capital and
networks, including towards refugee and displaced populations.%-5° Communications and
media interventions have also positively impacted social norms around dissent and dispute
resolution and encouraged interpersonal discussion following conflict.5°-%2 However, it is
important to guard against potential unintended negative impacts of programmes aiming
to increase social cohesion, as it is possible that bringing opposing groups together in a
single programme or raising greater visibility of intergroup grievances could cause distress
or increase the perceived threat of other groups if not carefully implemented.53-52

OO

Peace processes and transitional justice

A broad literature suggests that peacekeeping operations can help prevent violence
from beginning or recurring, but variation in mission structure makes it difficult to
generalise conclusions from this work.5*-"! Transitional justice interventions—particularly
those that involve prosecutions and criminal reparations—have also been associated

with sustaining post-conflict peace by addressing past human rights violations.x":"2 In
Sierra Leone, one of the first randomised evaluations of a community-based reconciliation
programme found that while it increased forgiveness of perpetrators and strengthened
social capital, it also worsened psychological health.” These findings suggest that
populations may not self-heal from trauma following conflict but also that reconciliation
processes should be restructured in ways that reduce their negative psychological costs
while retaining their positive societal benefits.x"

X These findings are based on the Transitional Justice Evaluation Tools’ comprehensive dataset of more than 10,000 published
resources on transitional justice worldwide available here. In contrast to the findings of transitional justice approaches

involving prosecutions and reparations, those that involved transitional justice or amnesty did not show sustained impacts on
future peace.

These findings are consistent with findings from the XCEPT research portfolio noted under the ‘Behavioural approaches to
violence prevention’ insight under section 1 above.

12
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02. Ending conflict and building peace

Emerging insights snapshot:
Lessons from recent impact evaluations

Disarmament, demobilisation, and reintegration (DDR)

Observational literature points to the mixed and often limited impacts of DDR
programmes.’#"¢ Consistent with these findings, one quasi-experimental study of a

DDR intervention in Burundi found little indication that the programme led to improvements
in political reintegration or attitudes towards peace.”” However, recent experimental
evidence from Colombia finds that a civic inclusion campaign increased former FARC
rebels’ trust in democracy and support for politically moderate views.”®

Emerging experimental and quasi-
experimental evidence also suggests that
media platforms may offer an effective,
low-cost approach to encouraging
both defection and reintegration.75-8!
In Northeastern Nigeria, for example,

a randomised evaluation found that
recorded messages from religious
leaders promoting the full reintegration of
former Boko Haram members increased
individual support for reintegration and
willingness to interact with ex-fighters in S e ’
social, political, and economic life.®? Togo, Anton_Ivanov/Shutterstock.com, 2017

However, it is worth noting that, historically, radio has also served as an effective tool for inciting violence (see, e.g., Adena et

media platforms can play in fragile settings.

SIEL - Conflict and Fragility Learning Agenda 13


https://academic.oup.com/qje/article-abstract/130/4/1885/1916582?redirectedFrom=fulltext&login=false
https://academic.oup.com/qje/article-abstract/130/4/1885/1916582?redirectedFrom=fulltext&login=false
https://www.aeaweb.org/articles?id=10.1257/app.6.3.103
https://academic.oup.com/qje/article-abstract/129/4/1947/1853091?redirectedFrom=fulltext
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@ Increasing stability in fragile environments

Building and strengthening both formal and informal institutions is crucial for reducing the
likelihood of conflict (re)occurring in fragile settings. When state capacity is weak, it can

create power vacuums, foster corruption, and undermine the rule of law, thereby exacerbating
grievances that may trigger social unrest.®3-8 Strong institutions—such as effective judicial
systems, transparent public services, inclusive political processes, and trusted security bodies—
are critical for ensuring that citizens’ needs are met and enabling longer-term growth.®:87
However, a range of evidence gaps remain regarding how best to build effective, resilient, and

inclusive institutions in fragile and conflict-affected environments.

3.1 What approaches are effective in improving 3.2 What strategies support the development
citizens’ trust in and perceptions of legitimate of effective, capable, and inclusive institutions
state actors following conflict? in post-conflict contexts?
* How can citizen trust be (re)built in legitimate * What are the short- and long-term impacts
state authorities in areas where their reach of power-sharing arrangements in fostering
is limited and malign non-state actors have inclusive governance without reinforcing
emerged as alternative service providers? ethnic, sectarian, or political divisions in

post-conflict settings?
* In contexts where the state cannot fully extend

or project its authority, how can state and * How can post-conflict electoral processes be
non-state actors collaborate effectively to designed to most effectively promote free, fair,
deliver both services and security? transparent, and nonviolent elections that build

] public trust in state institutions?
» What role do non-state actors play in

delivering services to citizens that may * How can we strengthen the ability of women
be excluded by government institutions, and marginalised groups to participate fully in
particularly in places where state institutions political processes?

marginalise minority groups?
* What mechanisms can promote institutional

* Are institutions that are more inclusive of accountability and ensure that public officials
women and minorities and/or are more locally are held responsible for their actions, including
representative perceived as more trustworthy, delivering on commitments agreed during peace
accountable, or legitimate? processes, in post-conflict settings?

* How can we better identify key moments of
opportunity to support new, stable institutions
to emerge?

14



03. Ending conflict and building peace

3.3 What role can security sector reform
(SSR) play in building safe environments and
maintaining peace?

* What strategies are most effective in ensuring
that security institutions (e.g. military, police)
are professional, accountable, and inclusive of
diverse social groups, particularly in contexts
with fragile peace agreements?

* How does the organisation, management, and
demographic composition of security forces
impact their effectiveness and responsiveness?

» How can security forces be trained to proactively
deliver services that meet community needs
without abusing their authority or using
excessive force?

» What strategies are most effective at shifting
security actors’ behaviours and social norms
on sensitive topics, including on gender-
based violence?

» What is the impact of militarised policing and
military involvement in public security on civil
liberties, human rights, community trust, and
sustainable peace?

* What role can community engagement play
in strengthening oversight and ensuring that
security forces are responsive and accountable
to the needs of local populations?

+ What are the most effective civilian alternatives
to traditional policing and security provision in
fragile or post-conflict settings, particularly in
locations where the state’s reach may be limited?
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3.4 How can basic service delivery be restored,
improved, and sustained following conflict?

In areas characterised by cyclical political
instability and conflict, how can the delivery of
basic services be sustained over the long run?
How can we promote access to services for the
most vulnerable?

Do multisectoral programmes that combine
humanitarian assistance, livelihood support,
and peacebuilding yield better outcomes than
siloed approaches?

What are the long-term costs and/or benefits
of delivering services via humanitarian aid,
including on local capacity and local markets?

How can post-conflict states build tax capacity
to leverage resources for basic service delivery?
Does strengthening public service delivery
increase citizens’ willingness to pay taxes?*i

What interventions have been effective in
disrupting roadblock economies without
exacerbating conflict or harming civilian
livelihoods?

utterstock.com, 2015

xvii

For additional questions exploring tax mobilisation in post-conflict

for Tax & Development summarising findings from an article by
van den Boogaard et al. 2018.
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03. Ending conflict and building peace

Emerging insights snapshot:
Lessons from recent impact evaluations

Building state legitimacy in fragile settings

Government and international actors often strive to ‘win hearts and minds’ by providing
goods and services to communities as a means of shifting support for insurgent and
criminal groups towards the state. However, evidence suggests that non-state armed
groups may strategically sabotage aid efforts to reduce their impact on civilians
and/or to capture resources, which may prolong or escalate conflict.®®-* A quasi-
experimental evaluation in the Philippines found that communities that were part of a
community-driven development (CDD) programme experienced large increases in conflict
casualties, which appeared to be driven by insurgent-led violence to prevent communities
from participating in the programme.®* Similarly, an experiment in Afghanistan found that a
CDD intervention increased violence in the eastern part of the country, where insurgents
were less reliant on civilian support, while decreasing violence and building support for the
state in the remainder of the country by improving economic outcomes and shifting the
opportunity costs of engaging in violence.® Simply improving state services may not be
enough to crowd out non-state armed actors or build state legitimacy, and overpromising
and underdelivering on state services can damage legitimacy.*%.°” Moreover, additional
research is needed in contexts where the state is viewed as a corrupt or illegitimate actor
and non-state actors may be the preferred service providers.

OO

Strengthening post-conflict electoral systems

In the aftermath of conflict, capable and transparent election administration is required

to ensure that elections are free and fair. Increasing transparency—including by
leveraging technologies to report electoral irregularities and inform voters—can
reduce irregularities and improve the perceived legitimacy of elections, which

may lower the risk of post-election violence.®®-' In Mozambique, Russia, and Armenia,
randomised evaluations found that domestic or international election observers reduced
electoral fraud.'®'-'% |n Ghana, domestic observers reduced voter intimidation at monitored
polling stations.'®* While election observation can reduce fraud, election officials and party
agents can circumvent monitoring efforts and technologies, for instance, by shifting fraud
to unmonitored polling stations or to pre-election activities, pointing to a need for holistic
efforts to monitor the campaign period, not just the polls.%-1°7

" These experimental findings echo in part insights from the FCDO-supported Secure Livelihoods Research Consortium, which
finds that state legitimacy in fragile and conflict-affected contexts is not solely determined by service delivery but is co-
constructed through interactions between the state and its citizens, and essential services like healthcare and education can

influence public trust, particularly during key moments when state presence is visible.
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03. Ending conflict and building peace

Emerging insights snapshot:
Lessons from recent impact evaluations

Strengthening tax administration and morale in low-capacity settings

Fragile and conflict-affected states must collect taxes to fund public services, but

low enforcement capacity and trust in the state can make this challenging.'”” Recent
evaluations, including in fragile settings, suggest promising avenues to strengthen
both tax administration and legitimacy, increasing revenue collection.'® In the
Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC), researchers tested several reforms to tax
administration, finding that using local chiefs as tax collectors, assigning tax collectors to
teams and neighbourhoods based on their ability and local likelihood to pay, and setting
tax rates in tandem with enforcement strategies improved compliance and revenue. %"
Several studies have also tested whether strengthening public goods provision can
improve citizens’ perception of the state’s legitimacy to tax and thereby compliance. In the
DRC, broadening the tax base by registering and requesting taxes from citizens for the
first time also increased political participation, suggesting that increased tax enforcement
itselb may enhance state legitimacy and citizen engagement in low-capacity settings."2 In
Carrefour, Haiti, improving municipal garbage removal boosted tax compliance, but other
studies find mixed results, pointing to a need for more research. 34

il L kM
Mexico, Isabel Mejia Fontanot/J-PAL
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03. Ending conflict and building peace

Emerging insights snapshot:
Lessons from recent impact evaluations

Improving training for security actors

Police training interventions, particularly in soft skills and gender sensitisation,

can improve police-community relationships."'%"'” Such training has been shown to
increase crime reporting and improve citizen perceptions of police interactions. Procedural
justice training, which emphasises police transparency and responsiveness to community
concerns, can improve officer behaviour and citizens’ perceptions of police."'®'?2 Recent
evidence also suggests that training officers to improve decision-making under high stress
conditions can improve policing outcomes by lowering excessive force used against
civilians.'?® However, the majority of research to date has occurred in middle- and high-
income contexts. While these training interventions have shown promise in improving policing
outcomes, few impact evaluations have examined the effectiveness of training interventions
with security actors beyond the police, including in the immediate aftermath of conflict.

OO

Strengthening community policing

Recent research suggests that community policing interventions, which aim to
improve relationships between security actors and the community, may have limited
impact on crime and violence reduction. A 2014 review of 25 studies on community
policing found no effects on crime and violence but improved public perceptions regarding
police legitimacy, performance, and disorder.'> A more recent set of studies implemented
across Brazil, Colombia, Liberia, Pakistan, Uganda, and the Philippines found no impact
on crime rates, citizen perceptions of insecurity or police, incidents of police abuse, or
citizen cooperation with police.'?® However, it is difficult to interpret these results since the
programmes faced implementation challenges and were not implemented effectively due
to structural constraints, including staff turnover, inadequate resources, and insufficient
commitment to the intervention, which may have limited programme effectiveness.
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@ Responding to emerging state security threats

The nature of conflict has evolved significantly over the past two decades. Non-state armed
groups, including insurgents, militias, and terrorist organisations, are involved in a growing
proportion of global conflicts, and urban armed groups, including criminal gangs, are a growing
threat to peace and economic growth in cities around the world."?® Moreover, cyber warfare
has emerged as a tool in modern conflicts, with state and non-state actors alike conducting
cyberattacks on critical infrastructure, financial systems, and government operations.'?’

This convergence of traditional and nontraditional threats has reshaped how conflicts unfold,
making them more protracted, multifaceted, and difficult to resolve, raising critical questions

for further research.

4.1 What strategies are most effective in
tackling organised and transnational crime?xx

4.2 How can we best prevent and counter
violent extremism and terrorism?

« What actions can the state take to combat « What interventions are most effective in

organised crime, including through prosecution,
increased governance, and tackling gang
revenue streams?

How can both local and cross-border
illicit economies (such as illegal mining,
deforestation, drug trafficking, and human
trafficking) be disrupted?

What is the role of ‘criminal governance’ in
resolving local disputes, maintaining social order,
and providing security? How can the state most
effectively combat this form of governance?

What are the determinants for participating

in criminal and armed groups (e.g. ideology,
religion, economic motivations, social norms,
psychological factors, grievances), and how can
interventions respond to these individual drivers
to promote desistance and rehabilitation?

For more on this topic, see the research being conducted by the
FCDO-supported Serious Organised Crime and Anti-Corruption
Evidence (SOC-ACE) research programme here.
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addressing the underlying drivers of violent
extremism (e.g. economic, political, social,
or ideological) and reducing the appeal of
extremist groups?

» How do armed groups govern, finance,

radicalise, and recruit, and how do these vary
by context? How can they be countered?

¢ How can counternarratives to extremist

ideologies be developed and effectively
communicated to prevent the spread of
radical beliefs, especially in online and
social media spaces?

* What role do family structures, peer groups,

and social networks play in radicalisation,
and how can these social units be leveraged
to counter extremism?
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04. Responding to emerging state security threats

Colombia, IPA

4.3 How can we better prepare for and
counteract emerging virtual security threats?

* What are the challenges and risks of hate
speech, disinformation, or polarisation on
social media—particularly in the midst of peace
processes or elections—and how can these be
mitigated through strategic digital diplomacy,
public messaging, and social media literacy?

» What strategies are most effective at countering
Al-enabled disinformation, and how can we
ensure that interventions keep pace with
evolving technologies to remain effective

across diverse settings?

* How can states and international organisations
better prepare for the growing threat of cyber
warfare through education, training, and capacity
building, especially in vulnerable regions?

SIEL - Conflict and Fragility Learning Agenda
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04. Responding to emerging state security threats

Emerging insights snapshot:
Lessons from recent impact evaluations

Responding to criminal governance and organised crime

Recent quasi-experimental research is beginning to shed light on how and when
criminal and armed groups choose to compete with the state in providing public
services and their strategic responses to police, security, and other state interventions

to limit or consolidate their reach.” In Medellin, Colombia, increased state presence may
have counterintuitively crowded in gang rule as gangs sought to maintain their activities,
including lucrative illegal drug trading.’?® In Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, criminal groups
responded differently to a pacification policing strategy across neighbourhoods, increasing
lethal violence in territories that they controlled.'?® Emerging research also suggests that
militarised responses to organised crime may yield negative results.* A recent experiment
from Colombia demonstrated that military patrols to neighbourhoods with high homicide
rates had no impacts on crime reduction or public safety but instead may have worsened
crime and human rights abuses following the intervention.*°

OO

Countering mis- and disinformation

Several meta-analyses have shown that inoculation, fact-checking, and debunking

can be effective in correcting misinformation, but their effectiveness often wanes
over time and is constrained by participants’ preexisting beliefs, ideologies, and
knowledge 131132 While fact-checking interventions may lead participants to better
discern between true and false news, this updated knowledge may not affect their political
opinions and behaviour.’® Importantly, the majority of studies to date have been conducted
in high-income country settings, and the findings may not generalise to low- and middle-
income countries, where closed, encrypted platforms like WhatsApp and Telegram are
prevalent; low state capacity may increase the relative importance of informal networks for
information sharing; and access to the internet is not as widespread.3

This builds on a substantial theoretical and observational literature on how organised crime and gangs compete with the state
in providing governance institutions and public services, including property rights enforcement and dispute resolution services
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04. Responding to emerging state security threats

Emerging insights snapshot:
Lessons from recent impact evaluations

Preventing and countering violent extremism

There is limited and mixed evidence on effective responses to preventing and
countering extremism. Counternarrative interventions—which aim to disrupt recruitment
and radicalisation by challenging and offering alternative perspectives to extremist
messaging—have generally failed to demonstrate significant impacts on preventing real
or intended violent behaviours.'*1% For example, a pro-peace messaging intervention in
Burkina Faso led to backlash by making ethnic identity more salient in a context where
extremism was primarily associated with one specific ethnic group.'®”

However, another recent experiment from
Mozambique found that a sensitisation
campaign delivered by religious leaders
was effective in increasing trust in the
state and decreasing support for extremist
beliefs, respectively.'*® Combined, these
findings highlight the need for greater
investment in research and policy
innovation on strategies for countering
extremist ideologies.

Yagazie Emez/Getty Images/Images of Empowerment
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Strategic Impact
Evaluation and
Learning (SIEL)

Whatis SIEL?

The FCDQ'’s Strategic Impact Evaluation and
Learning (SIEL) programme is a partnership
between FCDO'’s Evaluation Unit (EvU),
Innovations for Poverty Action (IPA), and the
Abdul Latif Jameel Poverty Action Lab (J-PAL).
SIEL is here to build our understanding of what
programmes and policies are most effective in
driving impact. SIEL offers support—including
funding, resources, and technical support—to
help FCDO teams generate evidence that
informs policy decisions and ‘what works’

to maximise the impact of FCDO activities.

SIEL aims to close knowledge gaps in four
strategic priority areas: growth, humanitarian
assistance, climate and nature, and conflict and
fragility. Cross-cutting themes include women and
girls, technology and innovation, and migration.
All FCDO staff are eligible to apply for impact
evaluation funding and support through SIEL via
semi-annual calls for Expressions of Interest.
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What SIEL offers

SIEL provides a range of opportunities and resources
to support your work and professional development.

Funding and support for evaluations

SIEL focusses on filling a gap in providing funding
for evaluations which employ experimental or
quasi-experimental techniques to answer
questions about impact:

» Quantitative impact evaluations: Access
funding for high-quality impact evaluations,
including randomised controlled trials, long-term
follow-ups, and nimble evaluations.

» Pilot studies: Test new ideas or assess
interventions on a smaller scale before
full implementation.

» Adaptive management support: Get ongoing
support to refine and improve your programmes
based on real-time findings.

» Matchmaking with experts: Connect with
leading researchers from IPA and J-PAL to
collaborate on impactful evaluations tailored
to your programme’s needs.



Training and capacity strengthening

» SIEL offers training on managing, commissioning,
and understanding impact evaluations.

» Open to all staff and free of costs, the training
sessions are designed to help you understand
how to use evidence to support delivery of
your priorities.

Identifying, sharing, and using evidence

» SIEL learning agendas identify key evidence
gaps in the four strategic priority areas to spark

rigorous impact evaluations of FCDO interventions.

The agendas intend to guide future evaluation
of FCDO interventions and target evaluations to
understudied areas with high potential to inform
FCDO’s work moving forward.

» Research uptake: SIEL will support the wide
dissemination of findings across FCDO and
beyond. All staff will have access to key insights
from all evaluations undertaken, including
through webinars, presentations, and other
resources. This will help strengthen knowledge
management and organisational learning
and deliver more impactful and sustainable
programmes and policies.

‘ @

GET INVOLVED

SIEL could be relevant to you
if any of these apply:

» You are looking to start a new
initiative or generate evidence
about a past initiative.

» You would like to learn ‘what works’,
improve your programme, and/or
enhance your evaluation skills.

» You are working in one of SIEL’s
priority areas.

SIEL offers:

» A partnership approach, helping you
answer priority learning questions with
the support of world-class researchers.

» Training and support from leading
organisations in the impact evaluation
field.

4

For more information, visit our
SIEL website or contact the SIEL
Help Desk with any questions.

y s
S l e I Foreign, Commonwealth

Strategic Impact & Development Office
Evaluation & Learning

Innovations for B J _ P A L
Poverty Action (L
ABDUL LATIF JAMEEL POVERTY ACTION LAB



https://poverty-action.org/siel
mailto:siel%40poverty-action.org?subject=

Endnotes

Note references with an orange dash (

) indicate that the study

used an experimental or quasi-experimental research design.

1.

N

10.

World Bank. 2025. “Fragility, Conflict, and Violence.” World

Peace Research Institute Oslo (PRIO). 2023. “New Figures
Show Conflict-Related Deaths at 28-Year High, Largely Due

Peace Research Institute Oslo (PRIO). 2024. “New Data
Shows Record Number of Armed Conflicts.” PRIO, June 10,
de Hoop, Thomas, Andi Coombes, Anna Warren, Chinmaya
Holla, Emily Mutea, Suchi Kapoor Malhotra, Eve Namisango,
Swati Mantri, Shalu Jain, Bhumika TV, and Howard White.
2024. The Impacts of Violence Prevention Programs

on Homicides and Conflict-Related Deaths and Their
Implementation: Final Report. American Institutes for Research.

United Nations. 2020. “A New Era of Violence and Conflict.”

Global Initiative Against Transnational Organized Crime. 2023.
“Global Organized Crime Index 2023.” September 26, 2023.

Foreign, Commonwealth and Development Office.
“International Development in a Contested World: Ending
Extreme Poverty and Tackling Climate Change.” Command

Sonnenfeld, Ada, Hannah Chirgwin, Miriam Berretta, Kyla
Longman, Marion Kramer, and Birte Snilstveit. 2020. Building
Peaceful Societies: An Evidence Gap Map. International

Abdul Latif Jameel Poverty Action Lab (J-PAL). 2021.
“Governance, Crime, and Conflict Initiative Evidence Wrap-

Matanock, Aila M. 2021. “Experiments in Postconflict
Contexts.” In Advances in Experimental Political
Science, edited by James N. Druckman and Donald

Global Development Network. n.d. “Evidence Gap Map:
International Development Interventions to Build Peaceful

de Hoop et al., “The Impacts of Violence Prevention
Programs on Homicides and Conflict-Related Deaths and
Their Implementation.”

Callen, Michael, Jonathan L. Weigel, and Noam Yuchtman.
2024. “Experiments About Institutions.” Annual Review of
Economics 16 (August): 105-131. doi: https://doi.org/10.1146/
annurev-economics-091823-031317.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Donnat, Héléne, and Sanjana Srivastav. 2025. “Strengthening
Institutions in Conflict-Affected and Post-Conflict States:
Learning Brief.” International Growth Centre, January 29, 2025.

Mueller, Hannes. 2017. “How Much Is Prevention Worth?
Background Paper for Pathways for Peace.” World Bank.

Bhatt, Monica P., Sara B. Heller, Max Kapustin, Marianne
Bertrand, and Christopher Blattman. 2024. “Predicting and
Preventing Gun Violence: An Experimental Evaluation of
READI Chicago.” Quarterly Journal of Economics 139, no. 1
(February): 1-56. doi: https://doi.org/10.1093/qgje/qjad031.

Blattman, Christopher, Julian C. Jamison, and Margaret
Sheridan. 2017. “Reducing Crime and Violence: Experimental
Evidence from Cognitive Behavioral Therapy in Liberia.”
American Economic Review 107, no. 4 (April): 1165-1206.

Blattman, Christopher, Sebastian Chaskel, Julian C. Jamison,
and Margaret Sheridan. 2023. “Cognitive Behavior Therapy
Reduces Crime and Violence over 10 Years: Experimental
Evidence.” American Economics Review: Insights 5, no. 4

Dinarte-Diaz, Lelys, and Pablo Egana-delSol. 2024.
“Preventing Violence in the Most Violent Contexts: Behavioral
and Neurophysiological Evidence from El Salvador.” Journal
of the European Economic Association 22, no. 3 (June):

Dube, Oeindrila, Sandy Jo MacArthur, and Anuj K. Shah.
2025. “A Cognitive View of Policing.” Quarterly Journal of

Heller, Sara B., Anuj Shah, Jonathan Guryan, Jens Ludwig,
Sendhil Mullainathan, and Harold A. Pollack. 2017. “Thinking,
Fast and Slow? Some Field Experiments to Reduce Crime
and Dropout in Chicago.” Quarterly Journal of Economics 132,
no. 1 (February): 1-54. doi: https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjw033.

Abdul Latif Jameel Poverty Action Lab (J-PAL). 2024.
“Preventing Crime and Violence with Behavior Change
Techniques.” J-PAL Policy Insights. Last modified April 2024.
https://www.povertyactionlab.org/policy-insight/preventing-

Saraf, Priyam, Tasmia Rahman, and Julian Jamison. “Group-
Based Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (CBT) Training Improves
Mental Health of SME Entrepreneurs.” World Bank Policy

m.

Betancourt, Theresa S., Ryan McBain, Elizabeth A. Newnham,
Adeyinka M. Akinsulure-Smith, Robert T. Brennan, John

R. Weisz, and Nathan B. Hansen. 2014. “A Behavioral
Intervention for War-Affected Youth in Sierra Leone: A
Randomized Controlled Trial.” Journal of the American
Academy of Child & Adolescent Psychiatry 53, no. 12

25


https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/fragilityconflictviolence/overview
https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/fragilityconflictviolence/overview
https://acleddata.com/conflict-index/
https://acleddata.com/conflict-index/
https://www.prio.org/news/3058
https://www.prio.org/news/3058
https://www.prio.org/news/3532
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/3898923
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/3898923
https://globalinitiative.net/analysis/ocindex-2023/
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/international-development-in-a-contested-world-ending-extreme-poverty-and-tackling-climate-change
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/international-development-in-a-contested-world-ending-extreme-poverty-and-tackling-climate-change
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/international-development-in-a-contested-world-ending-extreme-poverty-and-tackling-climate-change
https://www.3ieimpact.org/sites/default/files/2020-04/EGM15-Building-peaceful-societies.pdf
https://www.3ieimpact.org/sites/default/files/2020-04/EGM15-Building-peaceful-societies.pdf
https://www.povertyactionlab.org/review-paper/governance-crime-and-conflict-initiative-evidence-wrap
https://www.povertyactionlab.org/review-paper/governance-crime-and-conflict-initiative-evidence-wrap
https://www.povertyactionlab.org/review-paper/governance-crime-and-conflict-initiative-evidence-wrap
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108777919.038
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108777919.038
https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Portals/35/Maps/FCO-GDN.html
https://eppi.ioe.ac.uk/cms/Portals/35/Maps/FCO-GDN.html
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-economics-091823-031317
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-economics-091823-031317
https://www.theigc.org/publications/strengthening-institutions-conflict-affected-and-post-conflict-states-learning-brief
https://www.theigc.org/publications/strengthening-institutions-conflict-affected-and-post-conflict-states-learning-brief
https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/183161519295851671/pdf/123659-REVISED-PUBLIC-Mueller-How-Much-Is-Prevention-Worth-Pathways-for-Peace.pdf
https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/183161519295851671/pdf/123659-REVISED-PUBLIC-Mueller-How-Much-Is-Prevention-Worth-Pathways-for-Peace.pdf
https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/183161519295851671/pdf/123659-REVISED-PUBLIC-Mueller-How-Much-Is-Prevention-Worth-Pathways-for-Peace.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjad031
https://doi.org/10.1257/aer.20150503
https://doi.org/10.1257/aeri.20220427
https://doi.org/10.1093/jeea/jvad068
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjae039
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjae039
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjw033
https://www.povertyactionlab.org/policy-insight/preventing-crime-and-violence-behavior-change-techniques
https://www.povertyactionlab.org/policy-insight/preventing-crime-and-violence-behavior-change-techniques
https://ssrn.com/abstract=3430478
https://ssrn.com/abstract=3430478
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaac.2014.09.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaac.2014.09.011

26. O’Callaghan, Paul, John McMullen, Ciaran Shannon, Harry 38. Hartman, Alexandra C., Robert Blair, and Christopher

Rafferty, and Alastair Black. 2013. “A Randomized Controlled Blattman. 2021. “Engineering Informal Institutions: Long-
Trial of Trauma-Focused Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for Run Impacts of Alternative Dispute Resolution on Violence
Sexually Exploited, War-Affected Congolese Girls.” Journal and Property Rights in Liberia.” Journal of Politics 83, no. 1
of the American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry (January). doi: https://doi.org/10.1086/709431.

52, no. 4 (March): 359-369. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 39. Reardon, Catlan, Rebecca Wolfe, and Emmanuel Ogbudu.

----------------------- 2022. “Can Mediation Reduce Violence? The Effects of
27. Bangpan, Mukdarut, Lambert Felix, and Kelly Dickson. 2019. Negotiation Training for Local Leaders in North Central
“Mental Health and Psychosocial Support Programmes for
Adults in Humanitarian Emergencies: A Systematic Review
and Meta-Analysis in Low and Middle-Income Countries.”

BMJ Global Health 4, no. 5 (September): e001484. doi: 40. Reardon, Catlan, Rebecca Wolfe, and Emmanuel
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2019-001484. Ogbudu. 2024. “Unbundling Peacebuilding: How

28. Staub, Ervin, Laurie Pearlman, Alexandra Gubin, and Mediation and Community Dialogues Help to Prevent and
Athanase Hagengimana. 2005. “Healing, Reconciliation, Manage Violent Conflict in North Central Nigeria.” Mercy
Forgiving and the Prevention of Violence After Genocide or Corps, September 2024. https://dldocs.mercycorps.org/
Mass Killing: An Intervention and Its Experimental Evaluation UnbundlingPeacebuildingNigeria.pdf.
in Rwanda.” Journal of Social and Clinical Psychology 24, no. 41. Blattman, Christopher, and Jeannie Annan. 2016, “Can

................................................. Employment Reduce Lawlessness and Rebellion? A Field
............................. Experiment with High Risk Men in a Fragile State.” American

29. Cilliers, Jacobus, Oeindrila Dube, and Bilal Siddiqi. 2016. Political Science Review 110, no. 1 (April): 1-17. doi: https:/
“Reconciling After Civil Conflict Increases Social Capital but doi.org/10.1017/S0003055415000520.
Decreases Individual Well-Being.” Science 352, no. 6287 42. Lyall, Jason, Yang-Yang Zhou, and Kosuke Imai. 2020. “Can

........................................................... Economic Assistance Shape Combatant Support in Wartime?
30. Riley, Heidi. 2023. “Men and Psychosocial Support Services Experimental Evidence from Afghanistan.” American Political

..................................... 43. Blattman, Christopher, Nathan Fiala, and Sebastian Martinez.

31. Sadka, Joyce, Enrique Seira, and Christopher Woodruff. 2024. 2014. “Generating Skilled Self-Employment in Developing
“Information and Bargaining Through Agents: Experimental Countries: Experimental Evidence from Uganda.” Quarterly
Evidence from Mexico’s Labour Courts.” Review of Economic Journal of Economics 129, no. 2 (May): 697—752. doi: https://
Studies 91, no. 6 (November): 3677-3711. doi: hitps://doi, doi.org/10.1093/gje/gjt057.
0rg/10.1093/restud/rdaeq03. 44. Blattman and Annan, “Can Employment Reduce Lawlessness
32. Chemin, Matthieu, Daniel L. Chen, Vicenzo Di Maro, Paul and Rebellion?”
Kimalu, Momanyi Mokaya, and Manuel Ramos-Maqueda. 45. Lyall, Zhou, and Imai, “Can Economic Assistance Shape

“Data Science for Justice: Evidence from a Nationwide

Combatant Support in Wartime?”
Randomized Experiment in Kenya.” Working Paper, June

46. Blattman et al., “Cognitive Behavior Therapy Reduces Crime
and Violence over 10 Years.”

33. Acemoglu, Daron, Ali Cheema, Asim I. Khwaja, and James 47. Crost, Benjamin, Joseph Felter, and Patrick Johnston. 2016.

A. Robinson. 2020. “Trust in State and Nonstate Actors: “Conditional Cash Transfers, Civil Conflict, and Insurgency
Evidence from Dispute Resolution in Pakistan.” Journal in the Philippines.” Journal of Development Economics
of Political Economy 128, no. 8 (August): 3090-3147. doi: 118 (January): 171-182. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/).
hitps://doi.org/10.1086/707765. Ideveco.2015.08.009:

34. Blair, Robert A., Manuel Moscoso-Rojas, Andrés Vargas 48. Gehring, Kai, and Paul Schaudt. “Insuring Peace: Index-
Castillo, and Michael Weintraub. 2022. “Preventing Rebel Based Livestock Insurance, Droughts, and Conflict.” CESifo

Resurgence After Civil War: A Field Experiment in Security TP PARPEL IR, TVAe9, TEEIHGLY suam, B N lnnmt
and Justice Provision in Rural Colombia.” American Political S350 mmienliiesss
Science Review 116, no. 4 (March): 1258-1277. doi: https:// 49. Sakketa, Tekalign Gutu, Giulia Maggio, and John McPeak.

doi.org/10.1017/S0003055422000284. 2024. “The Protective Role of Index Insurance in the

35. Cooper, Jasper. “State Capacity and Gender Inequality: Experience of Violent Conflict: Evidence from Ethiopia.”

Experimental Evidence from Papua New Guinea.” Working YAl D RVRIRRRIIEin SRR 1 0o AIEy . B Lt

CAP.pdf. 50. Fetzer, Thiemo. 2020. “Can Workfare Programs Moderate
36. Blair, Robert A., Sabrina M. Karim, and Benjamin S. Morse. Conflict? Evidence from India.” Journal of the European
2019. “Establishing the Rule of Law in Weak and War- Economic Association 18, no. 6 (December): 3000-3043. doi:
Torn States: Evidence from a Field Experiment with the https://doi.org/10.1093/jeea/jvz062.
Liberian National Police.” American Political Science Review 51. Organisation for Economic Co-Operation and Development
113, no. 3 (April): 641-657. doi: https://doi.org/10.1017/ (OECD). “Peace and Official Development Assistance.”
$0003055419000121. Working Paper, October 2023. https://www.oecd.org/en/
37. Blattman, Christopher, Alexandra C. Hartman, and Robert publlcatlons/peace-and-off|C|aI-development-aSS|stance_
A. Blair. 2014. “How to Promote Order and Property Rights fecfbffc-en.html.
Under Weak Rule of Law? An Experiment in Changing 52. Scacco, Alexandra, and Shana S. Warren. 2018. “Can Social
Dispute Resolution Behavior Through Community Education.” Contact Reduce Prejudice and Discrimination? Evidence
American Political Science Review 108, no. 1 (February): from a Field Experiment in Nigeria.” American Political
100-120. doi: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055413000543. Science Review 112, no. 3 (August): 654—677. doi: https://doi.

26


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaac.2013.01.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaac.2013.01.013
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2019-001484
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1521/jscp.24.3.297.65617
https://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1521/jscp.24.3.297.65617
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aad9682
https://icsr.info/wp-content/uploads/2023/07/XCEPT-Briefing-Note-Men-and-PSS-programming.pdf
https://icsr.info/wp-content/uploads/2023/07/XCEPT-Briefing-Note-Men-and-PSS-programming.pdf
https://icsr.info/wp-content/uploads/2023/07/XCEPT-Briefing-Note-Men-and-PSS-programming.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/restud/rdae003
https://doi.org/10.1093/restud/rdae003
https://users.nber.org/~dlchen/papers/Data_Science_for_Justice.pdf
https://users.nber.org/~dlchen/papers/Data_Science_for_Justice.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1086/707765
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055422000284
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055422000284
https://jasper-cooper.com/papers/Cooper_CAP.pdf
https://jasper-cooper.com/papers/Cooper_CAP.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055419000121
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055419000121
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055413000543
https://doi.org/10.1086/709431
https://www.mercycorps.org/sites/default/files/2022-04/Can-Mediation-Reduce-Violence-Full-Report-April-8.pdf
https://www.mercycorps.org/sites/default/files/2022-04/Can-Mediation-Reduce-Violence-Full-Report-April-8.pdf
https://www.mercycorps.org/sites/default/files/2022-04/Can-Mediation-Reduce-Violence-Full-Report-April-8.pdf
https://dldocs.mercycorps.org/UnbundlingPeacebuildingNigeria.pdf
https://dldocs.mercycorps.org/UnbundlingPeacebuildingNigeria.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055415000520
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055415000520
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055419000698
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055419000698
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjt057
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjt057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdeveco.2015.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdeveco.2015.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4702292
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4702292
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdeveco.2024.103445
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdeveco.2024.103445
https://doi.org/10.1093/jeea/jvz062
https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/peace-and-official-development-assistance_fccfbffc-en.html
https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/peace-and-official-development-assistance_fccfbffc-en.html
https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/peace-and-official-development-assistance_fccfbffc-en.html
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055418000151
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055418000151

Okunogbe, Oyebola. 2024. “Does Exposure to Other Ethnic 67. Grossman, Allison N., William G. Nomikos, and Niloufer A.

Regions Promote National Integration? Evidence from Siddiqui. 2022. “Can Appeals for Peace Promote Tolerance
Nigeria.” American Economic Journal: Applied Economics and Mitigate Support for Extremism? Evidence from an

16, no. 1 (January): 157-192. doi: https://doi.org/10.1257/ Experiment with Adolescents in Burkina Faso.” Journal of
app.20210266. Experimental Political Science 10, no. 1 (Spring): 124-136.
Mousa, Salma. 2020. “Building Social Cohesion Between doi: https://doi.org/10.1017/XPS.2022.1.

Christians and Muslims Through Soccer in Post-ISIS Iraq.” 68. McKeown, Shelley, and John Dixon. 2017. “The ‘Contact
Science 369, no. 6505 (July): 866-870. doi: https://doi. Hypothesis’: Critical Reflections and Future Directions.” Social
org/10.1126/science.abb3153. and Personality Psychology Compass 11, no. 1 (January). doi:
Adida, Claire L., Adeline Lo, and Melina R. Platas. 2015. hitps;//doi.org/10, 1111/spc3. 12295.
“Perspective Taking Can Promote Short-Term Inclusionary 69. Walter, Barbara F., Lise Morje Howard, and V. Page

Behavior Toward Syrian Refugees.” PNAS 115, no. 38 Fortna. 2020. “The Extraordinary Relationship Between
(September): 9521-9526. doi: https:/ Peacekeeping and Peace.” British Journal of Political Science
pnas, 1804002115, 51, no. 4 (October): 1705-1722. doi: hitps:/doi.org/10.1017/
Simonovits, Gabor, Gergely Kézdi, and Péter Kardos. 2018. $000712342000023X.
“Seeing the World Through the Other’s Eye: An Online 70. de Hoop et al., “The Impacts of Violence Prevention Programs
Intervention Reducing Ethnic Prejudice.” American Political on Homicides and Conflict-Related Deaths and Their

Science Review 112, no. 1 (February): 186—193. doi: https:// Implementation.”

doi.org/10.1017/50003055417000478. 71. Bove, Vincenzo, Leandro Elia, and Andrea Ruggeri. 2020.
Alan, Sule, Ceren Baysan, Mert Gumren, and Elif Kubilay. “UN Peacekeeping and Households’ Well-Being in Civil

2021. “Building Social Cohesion in Ethnically Mixed Schools: Wars.” American Journal of Political Science 64, no. 4 (July):
An Intervention on Perspective Taking.” Quarterly Journal of 830-846. doi: https://doi.org/10.1111/ajps.12644.

Economics 136, no. 4 (November): 2147-2194. doi: hitps://doi. 72. Transitional Justice Evaluation Tools. 2024. “Takeaway #2:
0rg/10.1093/qje/qjab009. Transitional Justice Improves Human Rights and Helps
Rodriguez Chatruc, Matias, and Sandra V. Rozo. Prevent Conflict.” Posted June 27, 2024. YouTube, 34:48.
2024. “In Someone Else’s Shoes: Reducing Prejudice https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=06mRdn6Y Tfg.

Through Perspective Taking.” Journal of Development 73. Cilliers, Dube, and Siddigi, “Reconciling After Civil Conflict

................................ Increases Social Capital but Decreases Individual Well-Being.”

""""""""""""""""" 74. Sharif, Sally. “A Critical Review of Evidence from Ex-

Larson, Jennifer M., and Janet |. Lewis. 2025. “Reducing Combatant Reintegration Programs.” Politics of Return
Prejudice Toward Refugees: Evidence That Social Networks

Influence Attitude Change in Uganda.” American Political ac.uk/90890/6/SaIIySharif_DDR_paper.b&f. """"""""""
Science Review 119, no. 1 (April): 349-367. doi: https://doi. o o e
0rg/10.1017/S0003055424000303. 75. Levely, lan. 2014. “Measuring Intermediate Outcomes of

Liberia’s Disarmament, Demobilization, Rehabilitation and

Paluck, Elizabeth Levy, and Donald P. Green. 2009. Reintegration Program.” Defence and Peace Economics 25,

“Deference, Dissent, and Dispute Resolution: An Experimental no. 2: 139—162. doi: https://doi.org/10.1080/10242694.2012
Intervention Using Mass Media to Change Norms and 797065.
Behavior in Rwanda.” American Political Science Review 77T o
103, no. 4 (November): 622-644. doi: https://doi.org/10.1017/ 76. Humphreys, Macartan, and Jeremy M. Weinstein. 2007.
S0003055409990128. “Demobilization and Reintegration.” Journal of Conflict
""""""""""""""""" Resolution 51, no. 4 (August): 531-567. doi: https://doi.
Blouin, Arthur, and Sharun W. Mukand. 2019. “Erasing org/i10.1177/0022002707302790.

Ethnicity? Propaganda, Nation Building, and Identity in

Rwanda.” Journal of Political Economy 127, no. 3 (June): 77.  Gilligan, Michael J., Eric N. Mvukiyehe, and Cyrus Samii.

1008-1062. doi: https://doi.org/10.1086/701441. 2012. “Reintegrating Rebels into Civilian Life: Quasi-
""""""""""""""""""""""" Experimental Evidence from Burundi.” Journal of Conflict
Blair, Graeme, Rebecca Littman, and Elizabeth R. Nugent. Resolution 57, no. 4 (August): 598-626. doi: https://doi
2021. “Trusted Authorities Can Change Minds and Shift org/10 1177/0622002712448908 """"""""
Norms During Conflict.” Proceedings of the National Academy o o e . )
of Sciences 118, no. 20 (October): €2105570118. doi: https:// 78.  Curiel, Maria Ignacia, Cyrus Samii, and Mateo Vasquez-
doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2105570118. Cortés. 2023. “Democratic Integration of Former Insurgents:
"""""""""""""""""""""""""""" Evidence from a Civic Inclusion Campaign in Colombia.”
Ghosh, Arkadev, Prerna Kundu, Matt Lowe, and Gareth The Journal of Politics 85, no. 3 (July): 919-932. https://doi.
Nellis. 2025. “Creating Cohesive Communities: A Youth Camp org/10.1086/723967.
Experiment in India.” Review of Economic Studies 00 (April): oo
1-38. doi: https://doi.org/10.1093/restud/rdaf026. 79. Amand, Alex, Paul Atwell, and Joseph F. Gomes. 2020.

ceme S ) “The Reach of Radio: Ending Civil Conflict through Rebel
Hangartner, Dominik, Elias Dinas, Moritz Marbach, Karolina Demobilization.” American Economic Review 110, no. 5 (May):

M. Petersen, and Marc Helbling. 2019. “Does Exposure fo 1395-1429. doi: https://doi.org/10.1257/aer,20181135.

the Refugee Crisis Make Natives More Hostile?” American o e e e
Political Science Review 113, no. 2 (May): 442-455. doi: 80. Bl.a|r, L|ttman,.and Nugent, .Trusted Au!t’hontles Can Change
hitps://doi.org/10.1017/S00030554 18000813, Minds and Shift Norms During Conflict

81. de Hoop et al., “The Impacts of Violence Prevention

Enos, Ryan D. 2014. “Causal Effect of Intergroup Contact on
Programs on Homicides and Conflict-Related Deaths

Exclusionary Attitudes.” Proceedings of the National Academy

of Sciences 111, no. 10 (February): 3699-3704. doi: https:// and Their Implementation.”
doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1317670111. 82. Blair, Littman, and Nugent, “Trusted Authorities Can Change
Paluck, Elizabeth Levy. 2010. “Is It Better Not to Talk? Group Minds and Shift Norms During Conflict.”

Polarization, Extended Contact, and Perspective Taking in 83. Fearon, James D., and David D. Laitin. 2003. “Ethnicity,
Eastern Democratic Republic of Congo.” Personality and Insurgency, and Civil War.” American Political Science Review
Social Psychology Bulletin 36, no. 9 (September): 1170-1185. 97, no. 1 (February): 75-90. doi: https://doi.org/10.1017/

doi: https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167210379868. $0003055403000534.

27


https://doi.org/10.1257/
app.20210266
https://doi.org/10.1257/
app.20210266
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abb3153
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abb3153
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1804002115
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1804002115
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055417000478
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055417000478
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjab009
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjab009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdeveco.2024.103309
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdeveco.2024.103309
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055424000303
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055424000303
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055409990128
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055409990128
https://doi.org/10.1086/701441
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2105570118
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2105570118
https://doi.org/10.1093/restud/rdaf026
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055418000813
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1317670111
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1317670111
https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167210379868
https://doi.org/10.1017/XPS.2022.1
https://doi.org/10.1111/spc3.12295
https://doi.org/10.1017/S000712342000023X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S000712342000023X
https://doi.org/10.1111/ajps.12644
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=06mRdn6YTfg
https://eprints.lse.ac.uk/90890/6/SallySharif_DDR_paper.pdf
https://eprints.lse.ac.uk/90890/6/SallySharif_DDR_paper.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/10242694.2012.727065
https://doi.org/10.1080/10242694.2012.727065
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022002707302790
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022002707302790
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022002712448908
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022002712448908
https://doi.org/10.1086/723967
https://doi.org/10.1086/723967
https://doi.org/10.1257/aer.20181135
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055403000534
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055403000534

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

94.
95.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

Collier, Paul, Timothy Besley, and Adnan Q. Khan. 2018.
“Escaping the Fragility Trap.” International Growth Centre.

Sanchez de la Sierra, Raul. 2020. “On the Origins of the
State: Stationary Bandits and Taxation in Eastern Congo.”
Journal of Political Economy 128, no. 1 (January): 32-74. doi:

Acemoglu, Daron, Simon Johnson, and James A. Robinson.
2005. “Institutions as a Fundamental Cause of Long-Run
Growth.” In Handbook of Economic Growth, edited by Philippe

Callen, Weigel, and Yuchtman, “Experiments About
Institutions.”

Premand, Patrick, and Dominic Rohner. 2024. “Cash and
Conflict: Large-Scale Experimental Evidence from Niger.”
American Economic Review: Insights 6, no. 1 (March):

Crost, Benjamin, Joseph Felter, and Patrick Johnston. 2014.
“Aid Under Fire: Development Projects and Civil Conflict.”
American Economic Review 104, no. 6 (June): 1833-1856.

Dube, Oeindrila, and Suresh Naidu. 2015. “Bases, Bullets,
and Ballots: The Effect of US Military Aid on Political Conflict
in Colombia.” Journal of Politics 77, no. 1 (January): 249-267.

Sexton, Renard. 2016. “Aid as a Tool Against Insurgency:
Evidence from Contested and Controlled Territory in
Afghanistan.” American Political Science Review 110,

Beath, Andrew, Fotini Christia, and Ruben Enikolopov. “Can
Development Programs Counter Insurgencies? Evidence
from a Field Experiment in Afghanistan.” American Economic

Zircher, Christoph. “The Impact of Development Aid on
Organised Violence: A Systematic Assessment.” Working

Crost, Felter, and Johnston, “Aid Under Fire.”

Beath, Christia, and Enikolopov, “Can Development Programs
Counter Insurgencies?”

Blattman, Christopher, Gustavo Duncan, Benjamin Lessing,
and Santiago Tobon. “Statebuilding in the City: An Experiment
in Civilian Alternatives to Policing.” Working Paper, July 2024.
https://osf.io/preprints/socarxiv/3bncz_v1.

Blair, Karim, and Morse, “Establishing the Rule of Law in
Weak and War-Torn States.”

Callen, Michael, and Mark R. Long. 2015. “Institutional
Corruption and Election Fraud: Evidence from a Field
Experiment in Afghanistan.” American Economic Review

Berman, Eli, Michael Callen, Clark C. Gibson, James D. Long,
and Arman Rezaee. 2019. “Election Fairness and Government
Legitimacy in Afghanistan.” Journal of Economic Behavior

Callen, Michael, Clark C. Gibson, Danielle F. Jung, and James
D. Long. 2016. “Improving Electoral Integrity with Information
and Communications Technology.” Journal of Experimental

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.
107.

108.

109.

110.

Leeffers, Stefan, and Pedro C. Vicente. 2019. “Does Electoral
Observation Influence Electoral Results? Experimental
Evidence for Domestic and International Observers in
Mozambique.” World Development 114 (February): 42-58. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2018.09.021.

Enikolopov, Ruben, Vasily Korovkin, Maria Petrova,
Konstantin Sonin, and Alexei Zakharov. 2013. “Field
Experiment Estimate of Electoral Fraud in Russian
Parliamentary Elections.” Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences 110, no. 2 (January): 448-452. doi:

Hyde, Susan D. 2007. “The Observer Effect in International
Politics: Evidence from a Natural Experiment.” World Politics

Asunka, Joseph, Sarah Brierley, Miriam Golden, Eric Kramon,
and George Ofosu. 2019. “Electoral Fraud or Violence: The
Effect of Observers on Party Manipulation Strategies.” British
Journal of Political Science 49, no. 1 (January): 129-151. doi:
Ichino, Nahomi, and Matthias Schiindeln. 2012. “Deterring

or Displacing Electoral Irregularities? Spillover Effects of
Observers in a Randomized Field Experiment in Ghana.”

Asunka et al., “Electoral Fraud or Violence.”

van den Boogaard, Vanessa, Wilson Prichard, Matthew S.
Benson, and Nikola Milicic. 2018. “Tax Revenue Mobilization
in Conflict-Affected Developing Countries.” Journal of
International Development 30, no. 2 (March): 345-364. doi:

Jensen, Anders D., and Jonathan Weigel. “No Taxation
Without the State: Bringing Tax Administration Back into
the Public Finance of Developing Countries.” Working

Balan, Pablo, Augustin Bergeron, Gabriel Tourek, and
Jonathan L. Weigel. 2022. “Local Elites as State Capacity:
How City Chiefs Use Local Information to Increase Tax
Compliance in the Democratic Republic of Congo.” American
Economic Review 112, no. 3 (March): 762—-797. doi: https://

Weigel, Jonathan, Pedro Bessone, Augustin Bergeron,
Gabriel Tourek, and John Kabeya Kabeya. “Supermodular
Bureaucrats: Evidence from Randomly Assigned Tax

112.

113.

2024. “The State Capacity Ceiling on Tax Rates: Evidence
from Randomized Tax Abatements in the DRC.” Econometrica
92, no. 4 (July): 1163-1193. doi: https://doi.org/10.3982/

ECTA19959.

Weigel, Jonathan. 2020. “The Participation Dividend of
Taxation: How Citizens in Congo Engage More with the
State When It Tries to Tax Them.” Quarterly Journal of

Krause, Benjamin. “Balancing Purse and Peace: Tax
Collection, Public Goods and Protest.” Working Paper,

28


https://www.theigc.org/sites/default/files/2020/10/Escaping-the-fragility-trap_Oct-2020.pdf
https://www.theigc.org/sites/default/files/2020/10/Escaping-the-fragility-trap_Oct-2020.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1086/703989
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1574-0684(05)01006-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1574-0684(05)01006-3
https://doi.org/10.1257/aeri.20230069
https://doi.org/10.1257/aer.104.6.1833
https://doi.org/10.1086/679021
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055416000356
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055416000356
https://www.aeaweb.org/articles?id=10.1257/app.20230150&from=f
https://www.aeaweb.org/articles?id=10.1257/app.20230150&from=f
https://www.3ieimpact.org/sites/default/files/2020-08/WP37-Systematic-Review-Aid-Violence.pdf
https://www.3ieimpact.org/sites/default/files/2020-08/WP37-Systematic-Review-Aid-Violence.pdf
https://osf.io/preprints/socarxiv/3bncz_v1
https://doi.org/10.1257/aer.20120427
https://doi.org/10.1257/aer.20120427
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jebo.2019.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jebo.2019.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1017/XPS.2015.14
https://doi.org/10.1017/XPS.2015.14
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2018.09.021
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1206770110
https://doi.org/10.1353/wp.0.0001
https://doi.org/10.1353/wp.0.0001
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007123416000491
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022381611001368
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022381611001368
https://doi.org/10.1002/jid.3352
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/6cjiuj04rjycxw73otnil/TaxationState_JEL
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/6cjiuj04rjycxw73otnil/TaxationState_JEL
https://doi.org/10.1257/aer.20201159
https://doi.org/10.1257/aer.20201159
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/59832fbcf9a61eb15deffb3c/t/6750bf3ec970411ba53f89a4/1733345089635/Collectors_Paper_20241022.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/59832fbcf9a61eb15deffb3c/t/6750bf3ec970411ba53f89a4/1733345089635/Collectors_Paper_20241022.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/59832fbcf9a61eb15deffb3c/t/6750bf3ec970411ba53f89a4/1733345089635/Collectors_Paper_20241022.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/59832fbcf9a61eb15deffb3c/t/6750bf3ec970411ba53f89a4/1733345089635/Collectors_Paper_20241022.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3982/ECTA19959
https://doi.org/10.3982/ECTA19959
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjaa019
https://doi.org/10.1093/qje/qjaa019
https://uchicago.app.box.com/v/KrauseBenjamin-BalancingPAndP
https://uchicago.app.box.com/v/KrauseBenjamin-BalancingPAndP

114. Khan, Adnan, Asim Khwaja, Benjamin Olken, and
Mahvish Shaukat. 2022. “Rebuilding the Social Compact:
Urban Service Delivery and Property Taxes in Pakistan.”

115. Banerjee, Abhijit, Raghabendra Chattopadhyay, Esther Duflo,
Daniel Keniston, and Nina Singh. 2021. “Improving Police
Performance in Rajasthan, India: Experimental Evidence on
Incentives, Managerial Autonomy, and Training.” American
Economic Journal: Economic Policy 13, no. 1 (February):

116. Garcia, Juan, Daniel Mejia, and Daniel Ortega. “Police Reform,
Training and Crime: Experimental Evidence from Colombia’s
Plan Cuadrantes.” CEDE Working Paper No. 2013-04, March

117. Sukhtankar, Sandip, Gabrielle Kruks-Wisner, and Akshay
Mangla. 2022. “Policing in Patriarchy: An Experimental
Evaluation of Reforms to Improve Police Responsiveness to
Women in India.” Science 377, no. 6602 (July): 191-198. doi:

118. Owens, Emily, David Weisburd, Karen L. Amendola, and
Geoffrey P. Alpert. 2018. “Can You Build a Better Cop?
Experimental Evidence on Supervision, Training, and Policing
in the Community.” Criminology & Public Policy 17, no. 1

119. Wood, George, Tom R. Tyler, and Andrew V. Papachristos.
2020. “Procedural Justice Training Reduces Police Use of
Force and Complaints Against Officers.” Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences 117, no. 18 (May): 9815-9821.

120. Abril, Verénica, Ervyn Norza, Santiago M. Perez-Vincent,
Santiago Tobén, and Michael Weintraub. “Building Trust in
State Actors: A Multi-Site Experiment with the Colombian
National Police.” Technical Note No. IDB-TN-2790, September

121. Anrango Narvaez, David, José Eugenio Medina Sarmiento,
and Christina Del-Real. 2023. “Why Do People Legitimize and
Cooperate with the Police? Results of a Randomized Control
Trial on the Effects of Procedural Justice in Quito, Ecuador.”
Crime Science 12, no. 9 (May). doi: https://doi.org/10.1186/
$40163-023-00188-1.

122. Canales, Rodrigo, Juan Francisco Santini, Marina Gonzalez
Magafia, and Alexis Cherem. 2025. “Shaping Police
Officer Mindsets and Behaviors: Experimental Evidence of
Procedural Justice Training.” Management Science: 1-19. doi:

123. Dube, MacArthur, and Shah, “A Cognitive View of Policing.”

124. Gill, Charlotte, David Weisburd, Cody W. Telep, Zoe Vitter,
and Travor Bennett. 2014. “Community-Oriented Policing to
Reduce Crime, Disorder and Fear and Increase Satisfaction
and Legitimacy Among Citizens: A Systematic Review.”
Journal of Experimental Criminology 10 (August): 399—-428.

125. Blair, Graeme, Jeremy M. Weinstein, Fotini Christia, et al.
2021. “Community Policing Does Not Build Citizen Trust in
Police or Reduce Crime in the Global South.” Science 374,

126. Uppsala Conflict Data Program. n.d. “UCDP - Uppsala Conflict
Data Program.” Accessed June 23, 2025. https://ucdp.uu.se/.

127. Foreign, Commonwealth and Development Office.
“International Development in a Contested World.”

128. Blattman, Christopher, Gustavo Duncan, Benjamin Lessing,
and Santiago Toboén. 2025. “Gang Rule: Understanding and
Countering Criminal Governance.” Review of Economic

129. Magaloni, Beatriz, Edgar Franco-Vivanco, and Vanessa Melo.
2020. “Killing in the Slums: Social Order, Criminal Governance
and Police Violence in Rio de Janeiro.” American Political
Science Review 114, no. 2 (May): 552-572. doi: https://doi.

130. Blair, Robert A., and Michael Weintraub. 2023. “Little
Evidence That Military Policing Reduces Crime or Improves
Human Security.” Nature Human Behaviour 7, no. 6 (May):
131. Blair, Robert A., Jessica Gottlieb, Brendan Nyhan, Laura Paler,
Pablo Argote, and Charlene J. Stainfield. 2024. “Interventions
to Counter Misinformation: Lessons from the Global North
and Applications to the Global South.” Current Opinion in

132. Walter, Nathan, Jonathan Cohen, R. Lance Holbert, and
Yasmin Morag. 2020. “Fact-Checking: A Meta-Analysis of
What Works and for Whom.” Political Communication 37,

133. Barrera, Oscar, Sergei Guriev, Emeric Henry, and Ekaterina
Zhuravskaya. 2020. “Facts, Alternative Facts, and Fact
Checking in Times of Post-Truth Politics.” Journal of Public
Economics 182 (February). doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

134. Badrinathan, Sumitra, and Simon Chauchard. 2024.
“Researching and Countering Misinformation in the Global
South.” Current Opinion in Psychology 55 (February). doi:

135. Carthy, Sarah L., Colm B. Doody, Katie Cox, Denis O’Hora,
and Kiran M. Sarma. 2020. “Counter-Narratives for the
Prevention of Violent Radicalization: A Systematic Review of
Targeted Interventions.” Campbell Systematic Reviews 16, no.

136. Bélanger, Jocelyn J., Daniel W. Snook, Domnica Dzitac,
and Abdelhak Cheppih. 2023. “Challenging Extremism:
A Randomized Control Trial Examining the Impact of
Counternarratives in the Middle East and North Africa.”
Current Research in Ecological and Social Psychology 4. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cresp.2023.100097.

137. Grossman, Allison N., William G. Nomikos, and Niloufer A.
Siddiqui. 2022. “Can Appeals for Peace Promote Tolerance
and Mitigate Support for Extremism? Evidence from an
Experiment with Adolescents in Burkina Faso.” Journal of
Experimental Political Science 10, no. 1 (Spring): 124-136.

138. Vicente, Pedro C., and Inés Vilela. 2022. “Preventing Islamic
Radicalization: Experimental Evidence on Anti-Social
Behavior.” Journal of Comparative Economics 50, no. 2

29


https://www.theigc.org/sites/default/files/2022/10/Khan-et-al-Final-Report-August-2022.pdf
https://www.theigc.org/sites/default/files/2022/10/Khan-et-al-Final-Report-August-2022.pdf
https://www.theigc.org/sites/default/files/2022/10/Khan-et-al-Final-Report-August-2022.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1257/pol.20190664
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2229368
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abm7387
https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9133.12337
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1920671117
https://doi.org/10.18235/0005121
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40163-023-00188-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40163-023-00188-1
https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.2022.03243
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-014-9210-y
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abd3446
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abd3446
https://ucdp.uu.se/
https://doi.org/10.1093/restud/rdae079
https://doi.org/10.1093/restud/rdae079
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055419000856
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055419000856
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-023-01600-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2023.101732
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2023.101732
https://doi.org/10.1080/10584609.2019.1668894
https://doi.org/10.1080/10584609.2019.1668894
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpubeco.2019.104123
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpubeco.2019.104123
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2023.101733
https://doi.org/10.1002/cl2.1106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cresp.2023.100097
https://doi.org/10.1017/XPS.2022.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jce.2021.11.001

